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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 01/09/2008. 

2. Claims 1-43 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 12, 27 and 43 are 
independent claims. In the instant Amendment, claims 1, 9, 10, 12, 32, 33-40 and 43 
were amended. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1- 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kudoh et al. ("Kudoh" US Patent No.: 2001/0042087) in view of Applicant Admitted 
Prior Art ("AAPA" US Pub No.: 2004/0177123) in fiirther in view of Leonardos (US Pub 
No.: 2002/0069212). 

As to claim 1. Kudoh discloses a method for assisting object organization 
(abstract) comprising: 

in response to a first object being subjected to an action, the first object having a 
first controlling attribute updating the first list of a plurality of controlling associated with 
the first controlling attribute of the first object according to a sort criterion that is a 
fiinction of the performed action, each list the first list is one of a plurality of controlling 
attribute-specific lists having a defined association with a controlling attribute and having 
a plurality of entries ordered according to the sort criterion and the entries providing 
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provide alternatives as to how the action can be performed objects having the first 
controlling attribute (Figure 2 (element 500), Element (530), Figure 4 (element 60), 
Figure 8 (element 20), column, 5 line, 4, column, 29 lines, 56-67,see Figure 31); and, 

in response to the plurality of controlling-attribute specific lists being invoked as 
to via a second object, the second object having a second controlling attribute, displaying 
a second list of the plurality of controlling attribute-specific lists associated with the 
second controlling attribute of the second object to provide alternatives as to how the 
action can be performed upon the second object (column, 6 lines, 8-19, abstract, column, 
14 lines, 65-66 and column, 15, lines, 1-7). 

Although Kudoh shows substantial features of the claimed invention, he does not 
explicitly show 

(a) the first controlling attributes having an associated attribute- specific list. 

(b) a sort criterion related to the action and having a plurality of entries ordered 
according to the sort criterion 

AAPA discloses 

(a) the first controlling attributes having an associated attribute- specific list 
(Paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 

(b) a sort criterion related to the action and having a plurality of entries ordered 
according to the sort criterion (paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Kudoh's 
teaching at the time of the invention was made with the teaching of AAPA. 
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The motivation to combine provides users with relevant possible alternatives as to 
how an action can be performed relative to a given object. 

Kudu further does not explicitly disclose updating the first list. 

Leonardos from the similar field of endeavor disclose updating the first list 
(paragraph [0078], [0080] and [0106]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Kudoh's 
teaching at the time of the invention was made with Leonardos teaching. 

The motivation to combine allows users to select a file from the electronic folder 
and make changes thereto by editing and/or updating it. 

As to claim 2 . Kudoh discloses further initially comprising initializing the 
plurality of controlling attribute-specific lists (Figure 2 and Figure 24). 

As to claim 3 . Kudoh discloses wherein each of the first object and the second 
object corresponds to an email (column, 6 lines, 9-10). 

As to claim 4 . Kudoh discloses wherein the controlling attribute of each of the 
first object and the second object corresponds to a sender of the email (Figure 10 
(element 71c) and Figure 3). 



As to claim 5 , Kudoh discloses wherein each of the first object and the second 
object corresponds to a file (column, 1 line, 26 and Figure 31 (element 3101). 
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As to claim 6 . Kudoh discloses wherein the controlling attribute of each of the 
first object and the second object corresponds to a creator of the file (column, 1 lines, 56- 
61). 

As to claim 7 . Kudoh discloses wherein the action is movement to a folder 
(column, 2 lines, 9- 14). 

As to claim 8 . Kudoh discloses wherein the action is setting an object property 
(Figure 37). 

As to claim 9. AAPA discloses discloses, wherein the sort criterion is how 
recently the listed_altematives has have been performed (paragraph [0002]). 

As to claim 10. A APA discloses, wherein the sort criterion is how frequently the 
listed_altematives have been performed (paragraph [0002]). 

As to claim 1 1 . Kudoh discloses wherein the method is performed by execution of 
a computer program by a processor from a computer-readable medium (column, 12 lines, 
17-18). 



Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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However Kudoh does not explicitly disclose initializing at least one attribute- 
specific list. 

Leonardos from the same field of endeavor disclose initializing at least one 
attribute-specific list (example, client that receives and sends e-mails, and organizes them 
into a format that may be directly accessed from the user's electronic folder, paragraph 
[0032]), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Kudoh's 
electronic mail cataloging and retrieving system at the time of the invention was made 
with format as presented by Leonardos. 

The motivation to combine allows users to access any of their files from their 
electronic folders, and users can move between any of the files. Furthermore, the 
management system includes an electronic mail (e-mail) client that receives and sends e- 
mails, and organizes them into a format that may be directly accessed from the user's 
electronic folder. 

As to claim 13 , Kudoh discloses the at least one attribute-specific list comprising 
folders (column, 2 lines, 9-14). 

As to claim 14 . Leonardos discloses the at least one attribute-specific list 
initialized to be empty (paragraph [0032]). 



As to claim 15 . Kudoh discloses the at least one attribute-specific object 
comprising types of computer files (Figure 39 (element 2900 and 2902). 
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As to claim 16 , Leonardos discloses the at least one attribute-specific list 
initialized based on a controlling attribute (paragraph [0032]). 

As to claim 17 . Kudoh discloses the controlling attribute based on at least the 
creator of the attribute-specific object (column, 1 lines, 56-61) and Figure 3). 

As to claim 18 . Kudoh discloses the controlling attribute based on at least the 
recipient on the attribute-specific object (Figure 4). 

As to claim 19. Leonardos discloses further comprising sorting the attribute- 
specific list based on at least one sort criterion (paragraph [0016], [0033], [0061] and 
[0104]). 

As to claim 20 , Leonardos disclose the sort criterion corresponds to a level of 
priority (paragraph [0016], [0033], [0061] and [0104]). 

As to claim 21 . Leonardos discloses the sort criterion corresponds to a time at 
which the attribute-specific object was subject to the action (paragraph [0016], [0033], 
[0061] and [0104]). 

Claim 22 is similar in scope to claim 10, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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As to claim 23 , Kudoh discloses further comprising appending additional 
attribute-specific objects to an existing attribute-specific list (column, 6 lines, 1-6). 

As to claim 24 . Kudoh discloses the action corresponds to movement of at least 
one attribute-specific object between attribute-specific lists (column, 2 lines, 9-14). 

As to claims 25 . Kudoh discloses the at least one attribute-specific object 
corresponds to email (abstract). 

As to claim 26 , Kudoh discloses the action corresponds to setting a property on 
at least one attribute-specific object (Figure 33). 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

However Kudoh does not disclose an initializing component to initialize a 
plurality of objects subject to one or more controlling attribute. 

Leonardos from the same field of endeavor disclose an initializing component to 
initialize a plurality of objects subject to one or more controlling attribute (example, 

client that receives and sends e-mails, and organizes them into a format that may be 
directly accessed from the user's electronic folder, paragraph [0032]), 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Kudoh's 
electronic mail cataloging and retrieving system at the time of the invention was made 
with format as presented by Leonardos. 

The motivation to combine allows users to access any of their files from their 
electronic folders, and users can move between any of the files. Furthermore, the 
management system includes an electronic mail (e-mail) client that receives and sends e- 
mails, and organizes them into a format that may be directly accessed fi-om the user's 
electronic folder. 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to claim 13, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 29 is similar in scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 31 is similar in scope to claim 25, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 32 is similar in scope to claim 17, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 33 , AAPA discloses, the one or more controlling attributes based on 
at least the recipient of the object (paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 
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As to claim 34 . Leonardos discloses further comprising a sorting component 
(paragraph [0016], [0033], [0061] and [0104]). 

As to claim 35 , Leonardos discloses the sorting component utilizing one or more 
sort criteria (paragraph [0016], [0033], [0061] and [0104]). 



Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 20, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 37 . Leonardos discloses the one or more sort criteria based on at least 
on the time at which the object was subject to the function (paragraph [0016], [0033], 
[0061] and [0104]). 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 10, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As to claim 39 . Kudoh discloses further comprising an appending component to 
append one or more additional objects to the plurality of objects (column, 6 lines, 1-6). 

As to claim 40 . Kudoh discloses, the appending component utilizing the one or 
more controlling attributes to append the one or more additional objects to the plurality of 
objects (column, 6 lines, 1-6). 
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As to claim 41 . Kudoh discloses the function being movement of at least one 
object between the pluralities of objects (column, 2 lines, 9-14). 

As to claim 42 , Kudoh discloses the function being setting at least one property 
on the object (Figure 33). 

Claim 43 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. AAPA further disclose the ordering criterion is a function performed action 
(paragraph [0002], [0004] and [0005]). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the amended claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquiry 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MESEKER TAKELE whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1653. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30AM- 
5:00PM est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM BASHORE can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2175 

/William L. Bashore/ 
William L. Bashore 
Primary Examiner 
Tech Center 2100 



